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belt just ever so slightly, which means,
instead of eating that whole cake,
which is what the Democrat leadership
proposes for dessert, eating that whole
cake, we are just going to take off just
a little bit of the icing, just a taste of
the icing, rather than eating that
whole cake.

Now, certainly we can do that. Cer-
tainly the American people understand
the Federal Government could save 1
percent. Every family budget across
America can save 1 percent.

I urge my colleagues, even the liberal
Democrats on the other side of the
aisle, my friends from the other side of
the aisle who said that we want to
spend more and more and more. They
certainly can say we will, when we are
increasing spending so rapidly, what
the Democrats are doing here, we could
say that just 1 percent, we will take off
1 percent right off the top.

So I urge my colleagues to support
this reasonable and commonsense
measure that shows some level of re-
straint, even with bloated Democrat
spending in Washington, D.C.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
may I inquire whether it’s the inten-
tion of the gentleman from Ohio to
close when he speaks.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. It is my inten-
tion. I am the final speaker.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 3 minutes to my friend from
Minnesota (Mr. KLINE).

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. I thank my
good friend and colleague, the gen-
tleman from Georgia, for yielding the
time and for bringing up this amend-
ment.

Each time he does, of course, I am re-
minded of our former colleague, our
great friend, Joel Hefley from Colorado
who brought this amendment up in
past Congresses.

Mr. Chairman, I didn’t understand,
perhaps I would have to admit, the full
significance and importance of what he
was trying to do, and that was just to,
in a very, very, very modest way, cur-
tail the spending spree that we have
here in Washington, that spending
spree that our friend and colleague, the
gentleman from North Carolina, was
just explaining.

Of course, this is a modest effort, 1
percent on one spending bill. We know
that the real issue here in Washington
is the explosion in entitlement spend-
ing. The gentleman from New York
earlier said that there was no tax in-
crease in this bill. Of course, we under-
stand that. This isn’t a tax bill; this is
a spending bill.

But it is tied to a budget, to a budget
that significantly did one thing: it
brought us the largest tax increase in
American history. Yes, that tax in-
crease won’t hit in a significant way in
this year, but in order to make that
budget balance, it was necessary to
bring us the largest tax increase in
American history so that by the end of
the budget period, the budget could
balance.
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The other thing that budget had, or,
more significantly, did not have, it
didn’t have anything to constrain enti-
tlement spending. Well, it did. It had a
small piece, a very small piece, where
there was an effort to save less than $1
billion in entitlement spending; and
our colleagues on the other side of the
aisle stepped up to the plate to save
that less than $1 billion and created
nine new entitlement spending pro-
grams.

We do have a spending problem here,
and that is followed by an enormous
taxing problem. This is a spend-and-tax
issue that I think the American people
can understand. Their budgets aren’t
growing by 7 percent. The Federal Gov-
ernment is growing its spending by
more than that. This effort by my good
friend from Georgia is, indeed, a mod-
est effort.

This is a tiny, let’s save one penny,
one penny on the dollar that this
spending bill has. We can’t seem to find
a way to save that one penny, and yet
we are letting entitlement spending
grow by trillions of dollars.

I think the American people are
going to grow increasingly aware that
we have an unfunded liability in enti-
tlement spending of trillions and tril-
lions of dollars, well over $50 trillion.

So this is a modest effort, but I
would call on my colleagues to take
this tiny step that Mr. Hefley brought
us in the past and that my colleague,
Mr. PRICE, has brought us here.

Let’s support the amendment.

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. OLVER. I just wanted to respond
to the gentleman who had just spoken.

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
Minnesota has mentioned twice in the
comments that he has made, at least
twice in the comments, that, again, the
idea that this budget that we are deal-
ing with has somehow inherent in it
the largest tax increase in American
history, twice he has made that com-
ment.

Well, the budget that we are dealing
with has no increase in taxes whatso-
ever related to it. I think the gen-
tleman understands that. In fact, even
the budget resolution that guides the
budgeting this year for all of our bills,
all of our discretionary budget legisla-
tion, that budget resolution does not
have any tax increase in it either. I
think the gentleman understands that
as well.

We are making messages here that
are really not correct. They are simply
not accurate. They are simply not true.

I want to make a couple of points. I
want to remind the gentleman and oth-
ers from the other side who have spo-
ken that since President Bush took of-
fice, the national debt has increased by
over $3 trillion, $3 trillion, over 3, it’s
closer to $3.3 trillion. That’s 3 with 12
zeros behind it.

Some people have a difficult time un-
derstanding a three with six zeros be-
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hind it. That’s $1 million. But $3 tril-
lion, with 12 zeros behind it is $1 mil-
lion, million dollars.

That debt increase of $3 trillion that
has occurred in the 6 years that Presi-
dent Bush has been in power in the
Presidency, that ends up costing us,
the American people, us as a Nation,
$100 billion each and every year in ad-
ditional deficit, which is what has hap-
pened, an additional deficit, every year
$100 billion each year, which is some
200 times the amount of money that is
being suggested ought to be cut from
this one little budget that we are talk-
ing about that provides money for a
whole series of very important initia-
tives that serve the American people.

To close, I could go on substantially
on the debt, but the $500 million that
has been suggested that should be cut
from this budget, this one simple budg-
et that funds housing and transpor-
tation programs of the government,
this one budget, if one compares the
$600 million, that two pieces of the
budget, the $500 million is essentially
the same money that we had to put
back in the budget because Amtrak
would have shut down.

$500 million is about the same
amount of money as was put into that.
It is about one half of the money that
was put back in to make certain that
not a single family, low-income family,
people who are living with incomes of
under 30 percent of the adjusted me-
dian income in their areas, one half of
the amount of money that would allow
all of those people who had vouchers
and who are getting rental assistance,
in that very low-income category, to
maintain their vouchers for the next
year.

It is also a sum of money which is
somewhat less than the amount that
we had to put back into the budget to
bring it up to these levels, to the 2007
enacted level at $700 million, or the
Community Development Block Grant
program, which provides money to vir-
tually every community in the coun-
try, larger cities, by direct distribution
from the Federal Government through
Housing and Urban Development, but
also to many smaller cities and com-
munities, even quite small commu-
nities, through the money that’s dis-
tributed to the States who then give it
back to those communities in order to
build affordable housing and build pub-
lic facilities in their communities.

It is very close to the amount of
money that is included in this budget
and provides for the construction of
elder housing, housing for the disabled
and housing for distressed public hous-
ing as well.

So that is what is involved in $500
million at this point. I hope the amend-
ment is defeated.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 1 minute to my friend from Min-
nesota (Mr. KLINE) for purposes of set-
ting the record straight.

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding me time.
I appreciate that because I would like



